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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubhc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of apphcation for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-5 and 17 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kim et al 
(WO 03/057969, liereafter 969). 

3. Claims 1 and 5: '969 is a washing machine with a tub (fig. 1, part 20) with a venting unit 
for vent the tub (fig. 1 , part 22b is the ventilation pipe, page 9) with a sound insulation means 
located at the exterior opening of the ventilation pipe (fig. 15a part 400 is the connector that 
connects the ventilation pipe with the cabinet wall, where there is blocking wall protruding into 
the passage, part 420, thus it is inherent that this blocking wall will act as sound damping means, 
which is evidenced by paragraph [0036] of the applicant's specification where it states that the 
sound damping occurs because of a blocking wall. Therefore since the art teaches a blocking 
wall it will inherently also act as a sounding damping means). 

4. Claim 2: '969 teaches that the vent hole is projected from the top of the tub (fig. 1) with 
a vent pipe secured to the cabinet (fig. 1) and a bellows connecting the vent pipe and the vent 
hole (page 11 and 12). 
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5. Claim 3: '969 teaches a connecting portion inserted to the vent hole and connecting 
portion for connecting the vent pipe to the cabinet (fig. 1, 15a-17b, page 19-21). 

6. Claim 4: '969 teaches that the sounding damping means is connected to the connecting 
portion (figs. 1 and 15a, shows that the blocking wall is mounted on the tube that is inserted in 

the hole in the cabinet and that is connected to the ventilation pipe). 

7. Claim 17: See claim 1 above for ventilation unit, blocking unit and tub and claim 2 
above about the bellows. '969 fiirther teaches a cabinet (fig. 1, part 10), a rotating drum mounted 
in the tub (fig. 1, part 30) with a driving motor (fig. 1, part 40), a water supply unit (fig. 1, inlet 
pipe part 21, page 9) and a gasket mounted in the front of the tub (fig. 1, clearly shows a gasket 
mounted at the fi-ont of the tub connected to the tub housing that extends and touches the 
projection from the door thus it creates a seal). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

9. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 
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Claims 6-16 and 18-20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kim et al (WO 03/057969) as applied to claim 5 and 17 above further in view of Franz Wolf 
et al (WO 97/09527, hereafter "527, machine translation provided for citation) and Andrea 
Gattl (EP 0844439, hereafter 439). 

'969 teaches all the limitations of claims 5 and 17 above. 

10. Claim 6: '969 teaches using only one blocking wall. '527 is solving the same problem of 
using blocking walls as a sounding damping system in ventilation pipe and '439 are blocking 
walls in ventilation pipe. '527 teaches multiple pairs of blocking walls arranged opposite each 
other and multiple walls in a group (fig. 1-3, page 1 and 2 translation) and '439 teaches multiple 
blocking/air flow directing walls can be arranged in pairs and offset (fig. 1 and 4, abstract). All 
of the claimed elements were known in the prior art and one skilled in the art could have 
combined the elements as claimed by known methods with no change in their respective 
fimctions, and the combination would have yielded predictable results to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention, meaning that multiple pairs of blocking walls and that the can 
be offset from each other as taught by '527 and '439 in apparatus '969 to have yield the 
predictable result of controlling air flow through the vent thus acting as a sounding damping 
means. 

1 1 . Claim 7: '437 teaches that the wall can have different arrangements (col. 4, lines 5-25). 

'527 show's multiple arrangements and alignments of the blocking walls extend in to the flow 
path of the some of the blocking walls (fig. 1-3 and 5). It is well within the skill level of one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have arranged the blocking walls in 
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apparatus '969 in view of '527 and M37 that the first pair of blocking walls cross the second pair 
of blocking walls. 

12. Claim 8: '969 teaches the use of ribs to support a plate at the bubble protection valve at 
the entrance of the ventilation pipe from the tub thus to prevent the plate from shaking and to 

support the plate (pages 17 and 18, part 322). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have used a rib as taught by '969 at the 
blocking wall to support the blocking wall to prevent it from shaking. 

13. Claim 9: See claim 6 above, ftirther more '969 teaches that the ventilation pipe can have 

a zigzag form of a flow path (page 1 1 and 12, fig. 2c). 

14. Claim 10: '437 teaches that the blocking walls can be titled towards the center of the 
ventilation pipe (fig. 1). 

15. Claim 1 1 : See claim 8 above. 

16. Claim 12: See claim 1 above. '437 teaches that two blocking walls can be formed close 
together to form a chamber between the two walls (fig. 1, 3 and 4) and '527 teaches that chamber 
are formed between the different blocking walls (fig. 1, part 10). Since the blocking walls 
control the flow of air thus causing the sound damping (see claim 1 above), therefore air will get 
displaced and trapped within the chambers causing sounding damping. 

17. Claim 13: See claim 2 above. 

18. Claim 14: See claim 3 above. 

19. Claim 15: See claim 4 above. 

20. Claim 16: '437 teaches that the pair of blocking walls are spaced a predetermined 
distance to form a hole between the blocking walls (fig. 1) and that the second pair of blocking 
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walls are arranged similar (fig. 1) thus creating chambers between the walls (fig. 1). '527 
teaches that the chamber can be located across fi-om each other at predetermined gap (fig. 1-3). 

2 1 . Claim 18: See claim 6 above. 

22. Claim 19: See claim 9 above. 

23. Claim 20: See claims 12 and 16 above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SAMUEL A. WALDBAUM whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1860. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TR 5:45-3:15, every other F 5:45- 
2:15 est. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 

supervisor, Michael Cleveland can be reached on 571-272-1418. The fax phone number for the 

organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/S. A. W./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 1792 

/FRANKIE L. STINSON/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1792 



